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3491 QL vtk AaRith. olelet el 7]
zolo] v AA X ZAFE 3] (American  Occupational

Therapy Association; AOTA) ollA= 20024 2H4
el 5 FAH HHE AL AEH 0w ol
A #8t7] 9l 2ol Hofsh= Zlo] AYA R T4
FHF B3s WAL QITHAOTA, 2002; 2008). 2
GA 54 Fol= 3 TR AYA 5 b 3
o1z} o7} = At BFoA Fofo) izl o] g
o 71998 = Sl 555 1ol vk Law, 2002). 7
o= AYA R FofellA AZE flgt 4 Ador <l
AE 11 FAol T B AFxE L Sl FAlol
(Baum, 2003; Chang, Coster, & Helfrich, 2013).
ol o] S4E AdAI Rl A3t shteln 2]
5 A a3 27EM e FEOItHAOTA,
2008). FolE sk =7t A 30 B3t 718k
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World Health Organization Quality of Life assessment
instrument (WHOQOL), London Handicap Scale
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= #1319 tHChoi, Kim, & Park, 2011; Koh, Chang,
Kang, Cha, & Park, 1997, Min, Kim, Suh, & Kim,
2000; Yoon et al., 2004). #ol|= Chang 5 (2013)
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Yo g MEEo] Q158 &5 Y99 S5 v
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t}(Figure 1).

4. Xtz 24

o

ATt Ak AnbA] SA4L 7T A EAS AR
Atk K—CPI2] AA=AFAL A% %= Pearson 73k
Ae ARSItk Foll 48w A dAEE
Cronbach’s o 32 AEE9TE 7154 B4 A
L5 A5 9k SPSS Version 21.0 T2 13
AHE-sto] EATSHI T

rore o

tlo & r

Translation (2 experts)

at

Integration (Adjust disagreement: 3 experts)

at

Back—translation (2 experts)

et

Professional Review Committee
(3 Professor: Occupational therapy, 1 Occupational therapist,
2 Professor: Rehabilitation—related fields)

et

(Understanding of translated questionnaires
: 20 non disabled individuals, 10 stroke)

Pretest

et

Completion of the translation

at

¥} QIESE Fof W 19D o] e gs AR BUA| F
TS 2T (3) AL Boj7) ofofol A st
7015 FARSHE 2910] Y-S AT F B B
S AP (4) AFHES Y3 AE 4 73 5H4
HAL ARAE D] (wSAHo] 5 o)akel 23|
537 w5 3917} o]Fdojztoln] & CPIel thgt A
7 2 Ao] Q= 2 X 8AF 191, A& w Fof w2
Qlog )& Fall dh=ro] MYEs HEste] MY ¢
A g o] P W s At 9] FelA BYUAE g
o|& Fall dAAIZ|AL e E o]EH] Uit} o]F (5)
A H £33 ol =E s Al HES e 10
By} Al 2078 ol A AFAAAE AAISE H (6) $43€
Aol s A%} e Wel A4l g AT
2 ANF F K-CPIZ st
Phase 1
Community
Participation
Indicators —
translation
process
Phase 2
Reliability

Internal consistency (410 disabled persons)
Test—retest reliability (20 non disabled individuals)

Figure 1. Study Procedures
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1. CPIS| O JFY

CPI®] gh=rolat 7oy & A+ sl AlAe 24

AR, - oI HT (13 = s
of et el tist JHE MET
AL AA T 5 QL= FAy B
Table 1o ALY, 7} 23] o]}
Hgro] Bo] 44 ulnkel A

P SR

—% —E’_H ‘gO to Dal’ty, ’g "\4']:/]01] 7]'7%]/]' ’i 75‘].]/5'11‘3?]_— 7—(1‘04;_] E__so]_ % /\]_§]7]_ L]—-E—"— 9,11’1 :ZEHE 5—%6‘]4;]—7
A% $219) RO AN B SR WA L s s et 20 4 wlatelela 1 8]
o CRIR . ] pld Y a
okS A 02 oAk ‘r1olof| 717 2 £ c = ]9 =
p : = ]}Eﬂﬂjﬁ o ]xil-cj]jl/\-]o O]-Mrj: = A 4 Jolgith. A Aol A Kelel
L 9JE] e A A A o] A WAy nge wgelelel 49 @ LB 2 Bol
& oS WAl sk S A AEHE ) o) o gajaEe] 2w oj7io) 9l
QY3 E 3] Hx HAH FE5lo| Yte] Faly) 7ho- o] Lo]= Al Al AEA ] st X =3}
_ e e R o= 30 =
AuRIXE HES Y 35 Sdl dAd MHEos Azmole] TEk AeE A 20w —’Fzé g Eﬂ’ﬂé‘}
03 olalT 12O OB AALS AN SO T !
=2 v =2 M T hA
"'— 1_ 3L MA— =l Y=
Table 1. General Characteristics of the Pre—test Participants for Verifying the Understanding
of the Questionnaires (N=30)
Stroke Individuals without disabilities
Characteristics (n=10) (n=20)
n (%) n (%)
Gender Male 5 (50.0) 6 (30.0)
Female 5 (50.0) 14 (70.0)
Age M *x SD 62.0£13.3 30.6 £ 16.5
Range (yr) 40 ~ 80 20 ~ 75
Education No education 3 (30.0) 0 0.0
Elementary school 0 (0.0 0 0.0
Middle school 2 (20.0) 0 0.0
High school 3 (30.0) 16 (80.0)
University or higher 2 (20.0) 4 (20.0)
Occupation Has an occupation 0 (0.0 6 (30.0)
Housewife 0 (0.0 2 (10.0)
Retired 1 (10.0) 0 0.0
None 9 (90.0) 12 (60.0)
Residential area City 10 (100.0) 16 (80.0)
Other than cities 0 (0.0 4 (20.0)
MMSE-K M x SD 276 £ 2.5 29.7 £ 0.7
Score range 24 ~ 30 28 ~ 30

MMSE—-K: Korean version of Mini—Mental State Examination
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T ARl o] st AAIRI Ak} AlZke Bty
© U IA (A = <A1 F) Q1 Ak
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ok 391, EEIA R FoF 19, S5 S wofF 1910= ¢
A8 WSS A 10d o]l AwrkeS ol
Ao F STt Mol Al CPIe] e £3dES Al
Aletal ‘st e g A o2 ge o Qe wEol
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el 3 Sl 5919 MRV BEE BE o]
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Ae7ke ez sk vl A4A dws 714 CPIe
3t=-o}F (Korean version Community Participation

Indicators; K—CPD) < ¢Hdstqitt. H7te+-9] olsl&
7] 918 K—CPI9] YF-2& F-50l HF-aigich.

2. K-CPI9| AZ[= AHE

SPdEl K-CPIe] A1# =5 58] flato] nladelel
20& tdor 154 A0 T A=A

AAEFATE HAF=A AL AA] A} Pearson 217
£ .763~.901(p<.01) & YERttH(Table 2).
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S 3 A3 99 FEH 485 Aol 9497 &
Al EFstT ZF 28] Ea Al ke 145~.722
o] M= YERSTH Table 4).
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Table 2. K—CPI Test-retest Reliability

(N=20)

Categories Item r
Objective aspect Frequency of participating in activities
of Participation (How often you do the activity : In a typical week, how N
(20 items) many day do you / In a typical week how many hours 763
do you / In a typical month, how many times do you?)
Importance of the activities .
. . .872
(Is this activity important to you?)
Satisfaction with the activities 901"
(Do you think this activity are enough?) '
Subjective aspect
of Participation Enfranchisement questionnaires .890™
(48 items)
“p<.01
Table 3. General Characteristics of Participants in the Survey on Internal Consistency (N=410)
Characteristics n % Characteristics n %
Gender Residential area
Male 259 63.2 City 306 74.6
Female 151 36.8 Other than cities 104 25.4
Age (yr) Election participation
18~29 77 18.8 Yes 301 73.4
30~39 67 16.3 No 107 26.1
40~49 75 18.3 Missing values 2 0.5
50~59 88 21.5 Disability degrees
60~69 58 14.1 Slight 70 17.1
70 or older 33 8.1 Moderate 113 27.6
Missing values 12 2.9 Somewhat severe 113 27.6
Education Very severe 107 26.1
No education 12 2.9 Missing values 7 1.7
Elementary school 46 11.2 Age of disability onset (yr)
Middle school 36 8.8 0~9 96 24.3
High school 176 42.9 10~19 32 7.8
University or higher 136 33.2 20~29 53 12.9
Missing values 4 1.0 30~39 40 9.8
Occupation 40~49 49 12.0
Has an occupation 88 21.5 50~59 69 16.8
Housewife 35 8.5 60~69 26 6.3
Retired 13 3.2 70 or older 20 4.8
None 274 66.8 Missing values 25 6.1
Economic condition Disability types (multiple responses)
High 12 2.9 Physical 164 35.3
Medium high 46 11.2 Brain lesions 194 41.7
Medium 160 39.0 Communication 25 5.4
Medium low 116 28.3 Auditory 18 3.9
Low 74 18.0 Visual 15 3.2
Missing values 2 ) Emotional/mental 15 3.2
Others 34 7.4
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Table 4. Internal Consistency of Enfranchisement Items of K—CPI (N=410)

Corrected item— Alpha if item

ltems total correlation deleted Total

1. I live my life the way that I want .536 947
2. People try to put limits on me’ .165 949
3. I participate in a variety of activities .583 947
4. 1 am uncomfortable participating in community activities’ 274 .949
5. I spend time doing things that improve my community 424 948
6. I participate in activities that I choose 534 947
7. 1 spend time helping others .459 947
8. I count as a person in society .559 947
9. I have the freedom to make my own decisions 557 947
10. I live my life fully 570 947
11. I regularly seek out new challenges .594 947
12. T have reliable access to a telephone 313 948
13. I have a say on decisions in my community 561 947
14. T have choices about the activities I do .559 947
15. T actively pursue my dreams and desires .614 947
16. I do things that are important to me .619 947
17. People have high expectations of me 281 .950
18. I am able to go out and have fun .663 .946
19. I contribute to society 622 .946
20. I have opportunities to make new friends .502 947
21. 1 speak up for myself 528 947
22. People speak to me disrespectfully” .145 .949
23. 1 take responsibility for my own life .636 .946
24. 1 have good job opportunities .384 948 949
25. People underestimate me” 181 .949 ’
26. 1 assume leadership roles in organizations 626 .946
27. 1 am welcome in my community .654 .946
28. 1 am treated equally .620 947
29. I have reliable access to community services .603 947
30. I do important things with my life 122 .946
31. My community respects me the way that I am 672 .946
32. 1 have influence in my community .586 947
33. 1 am in control of my own life 579 947
34. I am ignored” .244 .948
35. I feel safe participating in community activities .44 947
36. I am treated as a valued member of society .686 .946
37. People see my potential .599 947
38. I have access to reliable transportation 394 .948
39. T have reliable access to the Internet .389 948
40. T have control over how I spend my time 087 947
41. People listen to what I say .642 .946
42. 1 participate in activities when I want .647 .946
43. I am uncomfortable participating in public meetings” 281 .949
44. 1 am treated like a human being .583 947
45. People count on me .688 .946
46. I contribute to the well—being of my community .640 .946
47. 1 am actively involved in my community .638 946
48. 1t is hard for me to get information about community services’ .286 948

“Reverse scored
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Abstract

A Study on a Korean-Translated Version of
the Community Participation Indicators

Kim, Eun-Joo®, Ph.D., O.T., Jung, Min-Ye**, Ph.D., O.T.,
Yoo, Eun-Young™*, Ph.D., O.T., Park, Ji-Hyuk™, Ph.D., O.T.,
Kim, Kyeong-Mi***, Ph.D., O.T., Lee, Teak-Young"***, Ph.D., O.T.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Medical Sciences, Jeonju University
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Science, Yonsei University

sk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Healthcare Medical Science and Engineering, Inje University

sk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Hanseo University

Objective : This study aimed to develop a Korean version of Community Participation Indicators (K—CPI), an
evaluation tool to measure objectively and subjectively the community participation of the disabled, and to verify
its reliability.

Methods : The Korean version Community Participation Indicators (CPI) was adapted from the CPI, and its
reliability was verified. Following translation, preliminary tests were conducted to confirm understanding of the
questionnaires via translation, back translation, and review by the Professional Review Committee. The final draft
was confirmed through translation suitability surveys of professionals.

Results : Test—retest reliability of the completed K—CPI was investigated in 20 individuals without disabilities,
resulting in high reliability (.763~.901). Internal consistency of enfranchisement questionnaires was evaluated in
410 people with disabilities and manifested a high level of .949.

Conclusion : This study aimed to complete a Korean version CPI through the adaptation of the CPI as a useful
evaluation tool that measured objective and subjective aspects of participation in those with disabilities and to
verify its reliability. Based on this study, the K—CPI is expected to be employed in clinical trials as a tool

measuring participation.

Key words : Community participation indicators, Enfranchisement, Participation, People with disabilities, Reliability
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Appendix 1. Some Items of the K—CPI
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K—CPI: Korean—Community Participation Indicators
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